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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION, 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent tenm adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Abstract 

1. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. The abstract should be In narrative form and generally limited to a 
single paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is 

important that the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for 
the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal 
phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be 
avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in 
deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. The 
language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure 
concerns," 'The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1.12: 

The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 11, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

4. It is unclear in claims 1 1 and 12 what is being processed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al. (US Patent Number 5,659,480) in view of Tamura (US Patent Number 
5,999,215). 

7. Regarding claims 1, 2, Anderson et al. discloses an operating element (fig. 3) 
having an actuation element and a pickup (25, 26, 32, 44, 61-64) [these elements are 
sending element], which generates position signals (range of the position signals) 
corresponding to the position of the actuation element (col. 4, lines 32 - 35), which 
signals can be translated into numerical values by means of a converter and are 
available as numerical values at an output (col. 4, lines 35 - 43), wherein the numerical 
values can be translated into numerical values in accordance with a selectable 
assignment characteristic curve in a converter (col. 4, lines 35 - 43). Anderson et al. 
does not specifically disclose an operating element wherein the operating element can 
be fed a control quantity, which effects the selection of a specific assignment 
characteristic curve. However, Tamura. in a related field discloses an image pickup 
apparatus (fig. 2) that comprises a control quantity (2) that is fed in the operating 
element (fig.2)[abstract; col. 4, lines 54 - 63). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Anderson et 
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al.'s system with that of Tamura in order to provide an image pickup apparatus which is 
arranged to make no erroneous decision in controlling white balance, focus, etc., and 
thus to penmit optimization of related control systems and improvement in their 
performance. 
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8. Regarding claims 7, 12, the combination of Anderson et al. and Tamura would 
achieve the same end result as selecting of an assignment characteristic curve by 
means of the control quantity corresponds to a selection of the sensitivity of the 
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actuation element since Anderson provides the sensing means for the actuation 
element and Tamura provides the control quantity and setting of the pitch [the distance 
between two points]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify Anderson et al.'s system with that 
of Tamura in order to provide an image pickup apparatus which is arranged to make no 
erroneous decision in controlling white balance, focus, etc., and thus to permit 
optimization of related control systems and improvement in their perfonnance. 

9. Regarding claims 8-10, Tamura discloses a arrangement for. processing video 
and/or audio signals having an operating element (abstract)[title] and a processing of 
the signals comprises the correction of color signals (19g, fig. 2, abstract; col. 4, lines 32 
- 38); a the processing of the signals comprises the setting of picture brightness and/or 
picture contrast (col. 5, lines 61 - 67; fig. 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Anderson et 
al.'s system with that of Tamura in order to provide an image pickup apparatus which is 
arranged to make no enroneous decision in controlling white balance, focus, etc., and 
thus to pemiit optimization of related control systems and improvement in their 
performance. 

10. Regarding claims 5 and 6 Anderson discloses all the limitations as discussed 
above except the wherein the conversion of the position signals into numerical values 
available at the output correspond to a fine resolution in the range around the central 
position of the actuation element and to a coarse resolution in the region of the smallest 
and largest position signals, respectively (claim 5) and 
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an operating element wherein the conversion of the position signals into numerical 
values available at the output correspond to a coarse resolution in the range around the 
central position of the actuation element and to a fine resolution in the region of the 
smallest and largest position signals, respectively (claim 6). However, Tamura, 
discloses an image pickup apparatus that includes an image sensor that converts an 
image light coming from an object and an iris to adjust the quantity of the image light 
(abstract; col. 4, lines 64 - 67); in adjusting the image light Tamura's system provides 
coarse resolution and fine resolution, thereby Tamura discloses a system that wherein 
the conversion of the position signals Into numerical values available at the output 
correspond to a fine resolution in the range around the central position of the actuation 
element and to a coarse resolution in the region of the smallest and largest position 
signals, respectively and an operating element wherein the conversion of the position 
signals Into numerical values available at the output correspond to a coarse resolution 
In the range around the central position of the actuation element and to a fine resolution 
in the region of the smallest and largest position signals, respectively. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Anderson et al.'s system with that of Tamura in order to provide an 
Image pickup apparatus which is arranged to make no erroneous decision in controlling 
white balance, focus, etc., and thus to permit optimization of related control systems 
and improvement in their performance. 

1 1 . Regarding claims 3 and 4, Anderson et al. discloses an operating element (fig. 3) 
wherein the gradient of the assignment characteristic curve can be set in the range 
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around the central position of the actuation element (col. 4, lines 51 - 60) and the 
operating element wherein the assignment characteristic curve is centrosymmetrical 
with respect to the central position of the actuation element (col. 4, lines 51 - 60)[as 
noted in col. 4, lines 55 - 60, a complex shapes are generated - shapes that are 
nonlinear with respect to the independent input variable. In providing nonlinear output 
Anderson is considered to produce an assignment characteristic curve. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Anderson et al.'s system with that of Tamura in order to provide an 
image pickup apparatus which is arranged to make no erroneous decision in controlling 
white balance, focus, etc., and thus to permit optimization of related control systems 
and improvement In their perfonnance. 

12. Regarding claim 11, Anderson et al. does not explicitly specifically disclose an 
operating element wherein the processing comprises the selection of the position in an 
editing control unit. However. Tamura, in a related field, as disclosed is an image 
pickup apparatus in which image is sensing; one ordinary skill in the art would recognize 
that the image pickup apparatus would perform editing as well since one would enter 
information in the video related to the image. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Anderson et 
al.'s system with that of Tamura in order to provide an image pickup apparatus which is 
arranged to make no enroneous decision In controlling white balance, focus, etc., and 
thus to pennit optimization of related control systems and improvement in their 
performance. 
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Conclusion 



13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. (See PTO-892). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean B. Jeanglaude whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1804. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 A. M. - 5:00 
P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rexford Barnie can be reached on 571-272-7492. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 




^ean Bruner Jeanglaude 
Primary Examiner 
August 8, 2006 



